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CAP COMMITTEE
Tuesday, November 28, 2017 | 11:00 a.m.-12:15 p.m.; Kennedy Union 222
Present: Brad Balser, Lee Dixon, Chuck Edmonson, Heidi Gauder, Peter Hansen, Linda Hartley (ex officio),
Fred Jenkins (ex officio), Michelle Pautz, Scott Segalewitz (ex officio), Randy Sparks (ex officio),
Bill Trollinger, Diandra Walker, John White, Shuang-Ye Wu
Excused: Serdar Durmusoglu, Danielle Poe
I.

Crossing Boundaries-Inquiry Courses: Interdisciplinary Programs and Unit/Division Delineations
A. Discussion
1. Background: Those working on developing a new major in Sustainability Studies raised a question
about how the Crossing Boundaries-Inquiry component might be handled since it is an
interdisciplinary program. As the number of interdisciplinary programs grows, the CAPC is having
the discussion to clarify how the Inquiry component is fulfilled. The language used in the CAP
Document (DOC-10-04) is as follows: “The Inquiry component of CAP requires that students
select a course outside their own division to better understand the ways of knowing found in
other academic disciplines….” (lines 489-490; description of the component continues through
line 503). Currently, Criminal Justice is the only interdisciplinary major that has specific coding in
DegreeWorks. That major is housed within the Department of Sociology, Anthropology and Social
Work and does not allow Inquiry courses from the social sciences to fulfill the requirement.
Other interdisciplinary programs currently allow any Inquiry course to fulfill the requirement.
2. It was noted that the practice for dual majors is that the Inquiry course has to be taken outside of
the division of the primary major. It was also noted that this practice doesn’t seem to be
documented anywhere.
3. The College of Arts and Sciences is the only academic unit that has formalized divisions: Arts,
Humanities, Natural Sciences, and Social Sciences.
4. To proceed with clarifying how the Inquiry component is fulfilled for interdisciplinary majors, the
committee agreed to the following approach: The heads of interdisciplinary programs will be
asked to provide input about fulfillment of the Inquiry requirement in their program. At this
point, all of the existing interdisciplinary programs are in the College of Arts and Sciences.
Danielle Poe will be consulted before others are contacted. The CAPC will receive an update after
the conversation has taken place.
5. Other issues related to the Inquiry component were raised:
a. Are some students taking Inquiry courses too early? Since the intent is to reflect upon and
compare their major discipline with the discipline of the Inquiry course, can they achieve that
if they haven’t had much exposure to their major discipline?
b. Students can fulfill the Inquiry component with AP or transfer credit and, thus, might not
have other opportunities for the reflective/comparative aspect. An additional issue was
raised regarding inconsistency between AP and transfer credit decisions (e.g., HST 251 and
252). It was suggested that the CAP Associate and Assistant Deans Committee discuss that
issue.
c. How often are students taking Inquiry courses while they are in Discover programs
(undeclared)?
d. The CAP Office is trying to get data about how students are fulfilling the Inquiry component.
The committee will revisit these issues once data are available.
e. It was advised to keep in mind how policy decisions could constrain students’ options. Policy
should be created for the rule, not the exception.
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II. Catholic Intellectual Tradition (CIT) and CAP
A. Document: “Guidelines for Addressing the Catholic Intellectual Tradition in Advanced Study CAP
Course Proposals”
B. Discussion
1. Background: The “Guidelines for Addressing the Catholic Intellectual Tradition in Advanced Study
CAP Course Proposals” were developed in response to frequent conversations the committee
was having around three years ago about how the CIT should be addressed – whether students
need to understand explicitly that what they are learning about in the course contributes to the
CIT. The CAPC had a discussion in April 2015 specifically about the CIT and invited guests to
participate (Humanities Chairs and others with expertise about the CIT). One guest conveyed that
the ideal is for students to have an explicit understanding, but that is doesn’t necessarily have to
happen that way.
2. Most of the Guidelines document draws directly from the CAP Senate document and also
includes resources for the CIT.
3. Since developing the Guidelines, the committee hasn’t had significant issues with the CIT being
addressed in Advanced Studies proposals the past couple of years, until a recent meeting.
4. While the committee has generally had consensus when reviewing course proposals, it was
recognized that the committee has representatives from different areas who bring different
perspectives. It shouldn’t be a concern if the committee’s votes aren’t unanimous.
5. Going forward, the committee agreed about the importance of having requested clarifications
during course reviews documented in CIM.
The meeting adjourned at 12:15 p.m.
Respectfully submitted by Judy Owen
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